PoRSF
TACYS 100

B
TN

State of Oregon

Department of Environmental Quality Memorandum

To: Joe Mollusky, Port of Portland . Date: August 24, 2000
Guy Tanz, Hahn and Associates ' '

From: Sheila Monroe _

Subject: Work Plan for Supplcmgnta.LSitiLCharacIeﬁy;ation
Port of Portland, Terminal 1

~ ECSI #2642

DEQ has the following comments and recommendations on the August 10, 2000 “Draft
Work Plan for supplemental site Characterization” prepared by Hahn and Associates, Inc

for Terminal 1. As indicated in the work plan, this investigation only_addresses.potential
———uplan@ssueFOur—commentsW}mHeMe e-review-of information provideddinthe ———

work plan and do not include any significant review of previous investigation

information. It is possible that a thorough review of all site history and investigation

information may result in identifying additional data gaps or contaminants of potential

concern (COPCs) for the site.

Specific Comments ————————————

33.1 B-5Area Please include storm drains and storm lines on figures. Have storm
lines, particularly those associated with contamination such as B-5, been adequately
investigated? Do storm lines in contaminated areas provide preferential condnits for
contamination?

*——S-SQ—B—Z%%rea—BEQwould uottyprcafiynqumaddﬁmrﬂwesﬁgaﬁ'oh (ot~ _ -
. —1emediation) of total petroleum hydroca.rbons (1 PH) with this low of a concentratmn (36 e ST
— :—;_—_: __ parts'per million (ppm)). - = - T e e :-__—:: :_:_— e N

— 333 B-29 ArcaAsabove, DEQ may not typically- requeradfhiwnal—mves&ga&ens—————————
of low TPH concentrations (67 ppm). We would generally consider the contaminant
concentration relative to the suspected source.
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334 B-37Area  Isany additional information regardmg the dry well construction

available;i.e. building permits;-visual-inspection;total-depth;-drain- ﬁelds—ete——that——
should-be considered-prior-to-additionalinvestigation?—Please be-advised that
registration of dry wells is required by DEQ. More information is available at this web

page: http://waterquality.deq.state.or.us/wa/groundwa/uichome.htm

Proposed soil samples will be collected from 5 and 16 feet below ground surface (bgs).
Why were these depths chosen? How do these depths relate to the dry well’s

———cmmm%@hmmmmwaﬂwﬁrﬂaW

field observations?

33.5 B-38 Arca Addmonal _push probes may: be instatled based on field screening :
observations. More-specifically, what observations will be considered? Forexample, ———
visual and odor, stratigraphic changes, groundwater, etc. The discussion suggests that
some soil samples will also be analyzed for volatile organic compounds (VOCs),
polychlorinated biphenols (PCBs), and fotal metals. We recommend screening for these
potential constituents in the most heavily contaminated samples. Table 2 more clearly
presents our anticipated testing regime rather that Table 3 which appears to suggest that

TPH-D and PAHSs will be the primary (nearly exclusive) analytes.

3.4.1 Screening-level Groundwater Samples (Phase 1)  Are PCBs a potential
contaminant of concern in groundwater? Soil testing for PCBs appears to be fairly
limited. If significant PCBs are subsequently detected during soil testing, con51der
screening groundwater samples for PCBs.

422 Reasonable- kaely—FutﬂreBeﬂeﬁcmFBsesof—Watcr—————-lmddmon to-the—-
———————listed-tasks; it may be useful toconsider simitar beneficial water use determinations i
this vicinity such as Hoyt Street Railyard and Union Station,

- SN Genergl-Comments S NN L A .

-~ = Inaddition to spemﬁc comments; DEQ recommends an additional push probe e -
——A‘fomrshpﬂrFﬂM“Prwmmmm#‘—
material; the underlying native sediment has not been assessed. A push probe to the
underlylng native sediment should be used to investigate for residues from possible spills

than mhmmmmidumxgrﬂww&opemuon ofShpNoﬁLilinbutathlmsan——i
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for thls locale
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Cc:  Jennifer Sutter: NWR
Barbara Priest: WQ:DEQ
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